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Board of County Comhiissibners

Agenda Request
Date of Meeting: ~ May 20, 2003
Date Submitted: ~ May 15, 2003
:ﬁ To: Honorable Chairman-and Members of the Board -
'r From: Parwez Alam, County Administrator
t % Kim Dressel, Management Services Direct %.
‘s . Subject: Request for Property Proposals (RFPP) for Relocation Sites for Growth
f‘a_ and Environmental Management (GEM)
Statement of Issue
/ ; This item seeks the Board’s approval to issue a Request for Property Proposals (RFPP) for the
o County’s Growth and Environmental Management (GEM) offices (Attachment #1).
;’ Bac und

At the March 18, 2003 meeting, the Board directed staff to proceed with the competitive process,
as generally described in that agenda item, for identifying facilities for the potential relocation of
GEM and stipulated that the process require:

1. Proposals include provisions for the exchange of properties (the Tharpe Street property in
exchange for the proposed property).

2. Proposals only be submitted from owners and authorized representatives for the sale of existing
facilities (those that are currently completely constructed or penmtted and under construction,
with construction scheduled for completion within approximately six months); and

3. Proposed properties be within the following geographic boundary(ies): Southern Strategy,
Frenchtown/Front Porch, and Enterprise Zone.

_The March 18, 2003 agenda item notified the Board that:(1) the Florida Department of
Transportation (FDOT) had recently contacted the County regarding the potential acquisition of a
portion of the Tharpe Street property for intersection improvements at Capital Circle Northwest; and
(2) the County would likely need to acquire additional right-of-way (ROW) for its Tharpe Street
widening project, presently in the corridor study phase. Therefore, staff recommended additional
analysis by the appraiser with regard to the effect the County and FDOT property needs may have
on the value of the Tharpe Street property, prior to the release of the bid request.

The County has received a ROW map from FDOT, which appears to reflect an adverse impact to
approximately seven parking spaces in front of the Tharpe Street building. However, the County will
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not receive the estimated impact this will have on the value of the property until FDOT obtains an
appraisal estimating compensation for the land FDOT acquires as well as any damage to the
remaining property. The Tharpe Street Corridor study has not yet precisely defined the amount of
easement it may need, but it appears only a temporary easement may be needed. Therefore, the
subject RFPP: (1) notices proposers that the FDOT project will impact the value of the Tharpe Street
property, and the County may need temporary easement for the Tharpe Street Corridor; and (2)
identifies how these impacts will be managed. )

The above directions and considerations have been addressed in the proposed competitive process.
A copy of the March 18™ agenda item is provided as Attachment #2, and a copy of the related
meeting minutes is provided as Attachment #3.

Analysis

Responses to the RFPP will provide staff with the data to develop comparisons of facility options
utilizing numeric and nonnumeric methods, as described in the March 18" agenda item, as well as
initial cost considerations. Analysis of the proposed properties will include the following:

1. Numeric — Comparative data for alternate facilities will be substantially developed by the
proposers when they complete and submit a Proposed Property Description. The comparative
data, that is presented for each proposed facility includes the following:

»  Accessibility - Considers the degree to which the proposed property is accessible to the
public. Consideration is given to access by several modes of transportation, including
personal vehicle and public transit, and accessibility by the physically disabled.

+  Site and Layout - Considers the size of the building, general layout, amount of parking,

. separation of exterior bearing walls—a fire safety issue-and potential flooding.

+  Major System Components - Considers the age and warranty status of major system
components. .

e Quality of Major System Components - Considers the quality of major system
components, including data networking.

«  Life/Safety - Considers various life/safety factors that will potentially impact future
renovation costs. .

«  Energy Conservation - Considers conservation features and energy consumption rates.

The numeric factors used in this RFPP total out to a maximum raw score of 237 points.

However, to add usefulness to results, the six factors are first weighted for relative importance

and converted to a more desirable 100-point base. This is accomplished using the Property

Description Worksheét (Attachment #4) that includes the proposed weightings for each factor
“as summarized below:
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.  Accessibility, Life Safety, and Energy Conservation/Consumption at 10% each (30%
total). .

« Major System Components (age and warranty) and Quality of Major System
Components at 20% each (40% total).

+  Site and Layout at 30%.

« Total =100%

°

Therefore, Site and Layout considerations (weighted at a 30% value) is considered somewhat
more important than Major Systems ratings by age and quality (cach weighted at 20% value) or
Accessibility, Life Safety or Energy Conservation (each weighted at 10% value). Staffanticipates
these scores, assembled for each proposed facility (based on the questionnaire responses

. submitted by each proposer) will provide the County with a preliminary indication of how well
each proposed property will meet the County’s needs, and what the County can anticipate
regarding major system upgrades/replacements and renovations to address building code and
accessibility issues.

2. Cost Factors— The RFPP includes: (1) the proposer’s requested property exchange value for the

building in “as-is condition” and (2) the estimated cost of readying the building for a Leon
County fiber network and relocating communication network(s) (voice and data) and related

 communications equipment ¢osts.

The RFPP specifies that, if the County agrees to purchase the facility, the current owner will do
the following: (1) remove friable asbestos, lead-based paint and mold from the building (as
applicable) at his/her expense; (2) provide the temporary easement 10 the County, at no cost, if
it is needed to complete Tharpe Street Corridor improvements; and (3) allow GEM to remain in
its Tharpe Street offices at no cost for up to thirty days after repairs/renovations to the facility
required by the County, through future negotiations, have been completed (with the County
continuing to pay its current operating costs).

In addition, the purchase of real property is guided by Board Policy 03-01, which stipulates: (1)
acquisitions, sales or dispositions, in which the estimated value of the real property exceeds
$500,000, require the County to retain two independent state-certified appraisers to each prepare
an appraisal report with an estimate of the fair market value of the real property at its highest and
best use; and (2) property with an acquisition price which exceeds $250,000 shall be considered
by the Board at a public hearing no earlier than 30 days after notice of such public hearing is
_advertised in a newspaper of general circulation published in the County. While the price of the
property would be negotiable, the Proposed Property Exchange Value that proposers submit will
be determined as follows: (A) Full Price of the Proposed Property (as indicated in the proposal),
minus (B) Estimated Tharpe Street Property Value (§1.1 million). The Tharpe Street property
value would be finalized in a future phase of the process, through the update of the current

26



Agenda Request: Request for Property Proposals (RFPP) for Rel‘ocationA%i"t;?é

and ,)
Environmental Management (GEM) (3
© May 20, 2003 A Page of 52 .
Page 4

appraisal and the attainment of a second appraisal. Hopefully, the ROW needs will be finalized
by then.

3. Nonnumeric — Through a narrative approach, staff will consider how each property would (or
would not) meet the facility needs, and compare the results for each facility to provide
information to the Board as to which property most completely meets the business needs.

Staff would then complete the analysis for responsive proposals and submit its report to the Board
for further direction. Itis anticipated that the Board would then identify properties, if any, for further
due diligence analysis (including, perhaps, space programming).

The RFPP is included as Attachment #1. If the Board approves the RFPP document, it would be
issued May 27, 2003, and would close July 9, 2003 (six weeks).

* Options

1. Approve the issuance of a Request for Property Proposals (RFPP) for Relocation Sites for
Growth and Environmental Management (GEM).

2. Do not approve the issuance of a Request for Property Proposals (RFPP) for Relocation Sites for
Growth and Environmental Management (GEM).

3. Board direction.

Recommendation:

Board direction.

Attachments.

Request for Property Proposals (RFPP)
2. March 18, 2003 Agenda Item

3. March 18, 2003 Item #21 Minutes

4. Property Description Worksheet

[
.

PA/KD/TB/VLW

F:\Agendaltems\G-E-M Prop\.ApriI-2003\MS-GEMrclocation.wpd
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ATTACHMENTS:
1. Owner’s Certification Form

. Maps of Acceptable Geographic Boundaries

2

3. .Energy Consumption Data Form

4. Property Description Worksheet

5. Proposed Property Exchange Value Form

6. Communications Network Information Form

7. Property Appraiser's Data Sheet for the Tharpe Street Property

8. Swom Statement under Section 287.133(3)(A), Florida Statutes, on Public Entity Crimes

EXHIBITS—{PROPOSER WILL SUBMIT THE FOLLOWING WITH SECTION 4~-REQUEST FOR PROPERTY PROPOSALS
(RFPP) PROPOSED PROPERTY DESCRIPTION SUBMITTAL FORM):
1. Section 4-Proposed Property Description Submittal Form
2. A Copy of the Property Appraiser's Data Sheet (<http://dta.co leon fi.us/prop/search.cfm>
' submitted as Exhliblt #2) reflecting the Propased Property's Ownership, Legal Description, Street
Address and General Description must be submitted with the Proposal. if the Property
Appraiser's Data Sheet does pot accurately reflect the ownership of the Proposed Property, the
Proposer must also submit a vaiid copy of the Deed(s), Option to Purchase, or other such
documentation that provides proof of the Proposer's legal right to convey marketable title to the
Proposed Property at or before Closing. ‘ o
3. Completed and Notarized Owner’s Certification Form U
4. Maps of Acceptable Geographic Boundaries (indicate Proposed Property's location on the
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_ ALeon County seeks proposals from owners an& autﬁorized representaﬂves of e:dstlng facilities withln
-acceptable geographic boundaries, for consideration as a potential relocation site for the County’s Growth and

Environmental Management (GEM) divisions, Environmental Health, Housing, and Neighborhood Justice.
Real estate transactions, including this Request for Property Proposals (RFPP), are exempt from Leon
County's Purchasing Policy.

Leon County is seeking property “as-is” for this proposal. The Board may negotiate with the successful
Proposer for future space programming andfor modifications for County occupancy. However, future space
programming and renovations are not part of this proposal.

The purchase of any of the proposed properties wil be in the form of a Land-for-Land Exchange (Tharpe St.
property exchanged for the Proposed Property). If the values of the properties are unequal, the value will be
equalized by making a cash payment. The value of the Tharpe St. property will be determined as the average
appraised value as identified by two independent real estate appraisals cbtained by the County, at the
County’s expense. At this time, the County estimates the Tharpe St. property to be valued at approximately
$1.1 million based upon one appraisal, which did not consider FDOT's right-of-way acquisition. A second
appraisal will be obtained by the County, and the initial appraisat will be updated prior to a property exchange
being finalized. Known conditions at the Tharpe St. property that may impact its value follow.

+  The County utilizes the adjoining Leon County School Board property for traffic fiow out of its parking lot.
Easement for use of the School Board property has not been identified.

+ The Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) is making road improvements to the intersection of
Capital Circle N.W. and Tharpe Street, which will require FDOT's acquisition of a portion of the Tharpe
Street property. Staff has received a right-of-way map from FDOT that shows the acquisition of
approximately seven parking spaces in the front of the building. If FDOT takes right-of-way prior to
closing, this will be considered in the final value analysis of the Tharpe St. property. If it occurs after
closing, then FDOT would finalize the right-of-way taking, if needed, with the new Owner.

+  The successful Proposer must agree that, if Leon County needs temporary easement to complete road
improvements to the Tharpe Street Corridor, which are currently under design, then the new Owner would
allow this temporary use at no cost to the County.

»  The successful Proposer must agree that, if any renovations and/or improvements need to be made to
the proposed site, Leon County GEM may remain at the Tharpe Street location for up to thirty calendar
days after the Proposed Property is ready for occupancy by County offices. During this period of time,
the successful Proposer must agree to the County offices’ use of the Tharpe Street property at no cost
to the County, with the County being responsibie to pay its regular operating expenses such as utilities,
custodiat and grounds maintenance.

+ Lobbying of Evaluation Committee members, Leon County employees, and elected officials regarding the
RFPP or a specific proposal by any member of a Proposer's staff, or those people employed by or
members of any legal entity affiliated with an organization that is responding to this RFPP is strictly
prohibited. Negative campaigning through the mass media is strictly prohibited. Such actions may cause
your proposal to be rejected.

» The County must convey title by County deed.

pr YTy
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: - - Thefollowing schedule of,ev-enls will be sh-ictly adhered toin all actions relevant to this RFPP, unless rmdnﬁecl )
/‘s) by the County by addendum to this RFPP (all times are Eastern times):

RFPP Noticed: Sunday, May 25, 2003
RFPP Issued: Tuesday, May 27, 2003
Preproposal Conference: (Attendance is mandatory)
Location: Leon County Purchasing Division
2284 Miccosukee Road
Tallahassee, Florida 32308

Date: Wednesday, June 18, 2003
Time: 10:00 am, EST

Deadline for Proposers’ written questions to be submitted to the Purchasing Director:

Date: Wednesday, June 25, 2003
Time: 5:00 pm, EST

Name: Keith Roberts, Purchasing Director

Address: ‘2284 Micosukee Road
Tallahassee, Florida 32308

,.;.;.-_;1‘;'_;'!3!,]_5:1% e
. einkTelgphione: (850) 488-6949
T Fax (850) 922-4084

L

Answers will be issued in Addendum to RFPP, which will be posted on the County's Website at
<hitp:/iwww.co.leon fl.us/Purchasing/index.asp>.

Proposal Due Date: - N
Date: Wednesday, July 9, 2003
Time: 2:00 pm, EST

F:\Agendaltems\G-E-M Prop\April-2003\MS-RFPP-GEM-Apri2003.wpd ) 26 Page2



Attachment # __! )

: d Inf on Sub ing Pro Is
Section3 fnstmctions an ormation - u mltt ng posa n __1_0

ol eﬂnltlo of Terms :

' '—Throughout this: RFPP the singular may be read as plural and the pluml as singular. Gender is intended to

© be neutral.

- 1. Access for Inspection: All Proposers shall, upon submittal of their Proposal, agree to allow reasonable
access by the County’s staff and contractors, to the Proposed Property during the County’s regular
business hours, to adequately assess the features of the Proposed Property.

2. Acceptable Geographic Boundaries: The precise geographic area defined by lines, streets, or roads
denoting the area of the Proposed Property location. For the purpose of this document, “Acceptable
Geographic Boundary” denotes only the foliowing geographic areas where the proposed site/facility must
be located: Southern Strategy Area, Frenchtown/Front Porch, or Enterprise Zone (Attachment #2).

3. Appraised Value: The County will retain two independent state-certified appraisers to each prepare an
appraisal report with an estimate of the fair market value of the Tharpe Street property. The average of
these two appraised values will be the “Appraised Value of the Tharpe Street property.”

4. Authorized Representative: Individual or entity who shalt, at the time of submittal of Proposal, provide

- proof of the authority to act on behalf of the Owner(s) with regard to the negotiation and sale of the
Proposed Property. The Authorized Representative shall be licensed in accordance with Chapter 475,
Part 1, Florida Statutes, unless exempted pursuant to §475.011 therein.

5. Building: Office building(s) that are included in the Proposed Property.

6. Cerificate of Occupancy: The certificate issued by the appropriate official from the jurisdiction or
jurisdictions where the offered property of facility is located, which signifies that the building or structure
has met all construction requirements of such jurisdiction, and that the structure or facility may be
occupied by persons.

7. Conditioned Space; The total square footage of all the space enclosed within the building’s exterior walls
that is centrally provided with water and heated and cooled air to maintain conditions for an acceptable
indoor environment, including temperature, humidity and airflow.

8. County: The Leon County Board of County Commissioners and its departments, boards and
commissions, officers and employees, which is issuing this RFPP, or its successor in interest The
complete name of the County division that issued this RFPP is provided on the first page of this
document. As used in this document, the word “County” refers to the full formal name of the issuer of this
RFPP.

9. Day: One calendar day.

10. Difference in the Value of the Properties: The difference between the full price of the Proposed Property
and the appraised value of the Tharpe Street property.

11. Exchange Value Calculated as Follows: A - B = C, where;

A = Full Price of the Proposed Property.

B = Appraised Vailue of the Tharpe St. property.

C = Final Exchange Value (the difference in value of the properties}.

if the values of the Tharpe Street property and the fall price of the Proposed Property differ, the Final
Exchange Value will be paid by cash.

12. Exclusive Parking Spaces: Parking designated and identified by the Proposer must be part of the sale
and must be for the sole and exclusive use of the County 24 hours per day, 7 days per week, without
interference from or concurrent use by others.

13. Existing Building/Facility: To be considered existing, the proposed space shall be those that are currently
completely constructed or permitted and under construction, with construction scheduled for completion
within approximately six months.

14. Full Price: Price Owner/Authorized Representative is seeking for the Proposed Property.

15. Gross Square Feet (GSF): The outside perimeter area of the building (footprint).

16. HVAC: An abbreviation for heating, ventilating and air conditioning. Its use refers to the entire air-handling
mechanical system in a building.

17. Net Assignable Square Feet (NASFY. The amount of conditioned space of which can be divided up into
rooms, excluding non-assignable square feet.

18. Net Square Feet (NSF): The remaining gross square feet available after eliminating wall space.

19. Non-Assignable Square Feet: Non-conditioned space, mechanical areas, conditioned circulation (includes
restrooms) and custodial space.

20. Owner; Individual or entity who shall, at the time of submittal of Proposal, provide proof of the legal right
to convey marketable title to the Proposed Property at or before ciosing.

21. Property Exchange Provisions: All proposals submitted must agree to property exchange provisions that
include: 1) a credit for the value of the Tharpe Street property toward the purchase of their proposed facility
based on the average of two appraised values obtained by the County; 2) the balance of the purchase

F:\Agendaltems\G-E-M Prop\April-2003\MS-RFPP-GEM-April2003.wpd Page3
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price would then be publicly advertised (agfequireu by 1aw); 3) a-public hearing woulPhge uedaT53’ )
accordance with Board Policy for the-agc msrtionofreg[property, and 4) how Exchange Value will be -

__determined (refer to Section 3.02, #10 - ,

22." Proposal; A response to this RFPP, which shallincorporate the requirements of this RFPP. All materiais
submitted by a prospective Proposer in response to this RFPP become the property of Leon County and
are subject to the Public Records Law (Chapter 119, F.S.).

23. Proposer; Any Owner or Authorized Representative who submits a proposal to the County in response
to this RFPP. ‘

24. Proposed Property; The property being offered for sale to the County under this RFPP, and mustinclude
the building, land, parking, areas of ingress and egress, and access easements.

25. Public Entity Crime: As defined in paragraph 287.133(1)(g), Florida Statutes, means a violation of any
state or federal law by a person with respect to and directly related to the transaction of business with any
public entity or with an agency or political subdivision of any other state or with the United States, including
but not limited to, any proposal or contract for goods or services, any Proposal for real property, or any
contract for the construction or repair of a public building or public work, involving antitrust, fraud, theft,
bribery, coliusion, racketeering, conspiracy, or material misrepresentation. The Swomn Statement under
Section 287.133(3)(A), Florida Statutes, on Public Entity Crimes is included as Attachment #8.

26. Ready for Occupancy: Renovations have been made to the Proposed Property, as required by the

- County, and a Certificate of Occupancy has been received (refer to Section 1: Intent).

27. Request for Property Proposals (RFPP): The RFPP consists of the package of documents by which the
County seeks to identify potential properties for consideration of purchase to meetits needs. This consists
of a group of documents provided to each interested party, including:

« Cover sheet entitied RFPP Form.

Intent (Section 1)

Timetable (Section 2).

Instructions and Information (Section 3).

RFPP Proposed Property Description Submittal Form (Section 4), that is submitted by all Proposers

as Exhibit #1.

- Attachments to the RFPP package. ’
»  Any written amendments to this RFPP, including written responses submitted by the County to
questions received at or before the preproposal conference.

28. UPS: Uninterruptible power supply.

- 3.02 Preparation and Submission of Proposals
For a Proposal to Be.Responsive:
1.

. The proposal must have been submitted by the Owner(s} of the Proposed Property or such Owner(s)
Authorized Representative(s). '
2. A Copy of the Property Appraiser's Data Sheet (<htp://dta.co.leon.fi.us/prop/search.cfm> submitted as
" Exhibit#2) reflecting the Proposed Property's Ownership, Legal Description, Street Address and General
Description must be submitted with the Proposal. If the Property Appraiser's Data Sheet does not
accurately reflect the ownership of the Proposed Property, the Proposer must also submit a valid copy
of the Deed(s), Option to Purchase, or other such documentation that provides proof of the Proposer’s
legal right to convey marketable title to the Proposed Property at or before Closing.

3. A completed Owner’s Certification must be submitted with the proposal Attachment #1 submitted as
Exhibit #3). )

. 4. The Proposed Property mustinclude, the building, land, parking, areas of ingress and egress, and access

easements.

- 8. The location of the proposed site must be within the foliowing acceptable geographic boundaries:
Southern Strategy Area, Frenchtown/Front Porch, or Enterprise Zone {Attachment #2). The Proposer
must document the proposed site on Attachment #2 and submit it with the proposal as Exhibit #4.

6. The RFPP Proposed Property Description Submittal Form (Section 4) must be completed in every
material way, and submitted with the proposal.

7. By responding to this RFPP, the Proposer agrees with the property exchange provisions (see definition

of “Property Exchange Provisions” in Section 3.01). :

By responding to this RFPP, the Proposer agrees that its proposal shail remain valid for a minimum of

120 calendar days following proposal opening date, and atany time during this 120-day period the County

m;g enter into a Letter of Intent or other such agreement as is necessary for the County to accept an

offer. T R _

9. The successful Prbposer must agree that, if any renovations and/or improvements need to be made to

1

I
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" the proposed site, Leon County GEM may remain at the Tharpe Street location
*_ days after the Proposed Property is ready for occupancy-by County offices. D is

10.
. Proposed Property improvements (parking spaces and office building) must not be located in a flood plain

12.
13.

14.

. Property must be serviced by City of Tallahasseé or Talquin sewer.
16.

18.
18.
20.

21.
. By responding to this RFPP, the Proposer agrees to provide access to the County’'s staff andlor

23.

24,

- 25,

the successful Proposer must agree to the County offices’ use of the Tharpe Street property at no cos
to the County, with the County being responsible to pay its regular operating expenses such as utilities,
custodial and grounds maintenance.

Proposed Property must be currently zoned for planned use as an office building.

up to and through the 1% occurrence level, commonly referred to as the 7100-Year Flood Plain.
Building must be an existing building/facility.

Building must have central heat and air conditioning.

Building must be serviced by City of Tallahassee or Talquin water.

If the County agrees to purchase the Proposed Property, building must be free of friable asbestos-
containing material (abatement will not be paid by the County; must be provided at Owner's cost) By

responding to this RFPP, the Proposer agree Is requirement.
17. TF the County agrees 1o purchase the Proposed Property, Buildingimust be free of lead-based paint
(abatement will not be paid by the County; must be provided at Uwner's cost). By responding to this

RFPP, the Proposer agrees with this requirement.

If the County agrees to purchase the Proposed Property, building must be free of mold (abatement will
not be paid by the County; must be provided at Owner's cost) By responding to this RFPP, the
Proposer agrees with this requirement.

A scaled site layout showing the present location of buﬂdmg(s) configuration and number of parking
spaces; access and egress routes; and any proposed changes that the Proposer will make before the
County purchases the property must be submitted with the proposal as Exhibit #5.

Clear (8" x 10") photographs (color preferred), showing exterior front, sides and rear of the proposed
facility must be submitted with the proposal as Exhibit #6.

A floor plan of the existing property’s building must be submitted with the proposal as Exhibit 7.

contractors to this property during the County’s regular business hours for inspection.
Hazardous Material:

a. Provide with the proposal a Phase | Audit Report, if avaiiable.

b. Provide with the proposal a Phase Il Audit Report, if available.

¢. Provide with the proposal a detailed description of any known hazardous materials (e.g. asbestos,

lead-based paint, mold radon, etc.), the location of the material(s) and any available abatement
reports.
If the Proposed Property, or any portion thereof (including parking areas) is presently occupied or will be
covered by an active lease(s) on the date of occupancy or thereafter, the Proposer will:
_a. Submitto the County all records of such tenants, including lease agreements for space and parkmg.
. with the proposal.
'b. Provide statement of property management and intent during RFPP decision period.
Complete the Swom Statement under Section 287.133(3)(A), Florida Statutes, on Public Entity Crimes

.. (Attachment #8) and submit with your proposal as Exhibit #14.

03 RFPP Document Package
The RFPP is composed of the items and attachments listed below. Itis the Proposel‘s responsibility to be
familiar with all aspects of the RFPP, including attachments. If upon examination, it is found that any part or
parts of the package are missing, contact the Issuing Officer listed on the cover sheet of this RFPP package.
See also the section below entitied Familiarity With Laws.

- L] L] - L]
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Cover page containing a copy of the RFPP Legal Advertisement

Section 1 - Intent

Section 2 - Timetable

Section 3 - Instructions and Information on Submitting RFPP

Section 4 - RFPP Proposed Property Description Submittal Form

Florida Building Code on Standards for Special Facilities for the Physically Disabled is available online
at http:/lwww.sbcel.org/Florida Bullding Code/changed/ch-11/Sec%2011-4.pdf.

Road classifications can be obtained by calling the City of Tallahassee Engineering Department at (850)
891-8234. '

Property Appraiser's Data Sheet s available at: http./fwww.co.leon.fl.us/propappr/search.cfim.




Attachments; 1

= - - - 1. Owner’s Certification Form . e Attach ¥#.
- Maps of Acceptable Geographic Boundaries ot Page
Energy Consumption Data Form .
Property Description Worksheet ' :

Proposed Property Exchange Vaiue Form

Communications Nelwork Information Form

Property Appraiser's Data Sheet for the Tharpe Street Property

Sworn Statement under Section 287.133(3)(A), Florida Statutes, on Public Entity Crimes

ENOBEON

3.04 Familiarity with Laws

The Proposer is required to be familiar with all federal, state and local laws, ordinances, rules and regulaticns
that in any way affect this project. Lack of knowledge by the Proposer will in no way allow relief from
responsibility. All costs associated with compliance shall be bome by the Proposer. The County will exercise
due care in response to questions concerning matters of law, but if in error, will not be estopped from
asserting the correct principles of law.

3.05 Venue

The validity, interpretation and performance of all property transactions shall be controlled by and construed
under the laws of Leon County and the State of Florida. Any and ali litigation arising under the property
transactions shall be instituted in the appropriate court in Leon County.

3.06 Waiver

The faiture of any party to the agreement resulting from this RFPP to object to or take affirmative action with
respect to any conduct or the other, which is in violation of the terms of the agreement, shall not be construed
as a waiver of the violation or breach, or of any future violation or breach.

3.07_Public Access to Records
All documents, papers, letters or other materials relating to the RFPP proposals received by the County, and
resulting tand transactions are subject to the Public Records Law, Chapter 119, Florida Statutes. :

+ 3.08 Public Entity Crime Statement

A person or affiliate who has been placed on the convicted vendor list following a conviction for public entity
crime may not submit a proposal on a contract to provide any goods or services to a public entity, may not
submit a proposal on a contract with a public entity for the construction or repair of a public building or public
work, may not submit bids/proposals on lease of real property to a public entity, may not be awarded or
perform work as a contractor, supplier, subcontractor, or consultant under a contract with any public entity,
and may not transact business with any pubiic entity in excess of the threshold amount provided in Section
287.017, Florida Statutes, for category two for a period of thirty-six (36) months from the date of being place
on the convicted vendor list. Proposer must complete the Sworn Statement under Section 287.133(3)(A),
Florida Statutes, on Public Entity Crimes {(Attachment #8) and submit it as Exhibit #14 with the proposal.

3.09 Prepropaosal Conference
1. Proposers attendance at the preproposal conference scheduled in the RFPP andfor associated
advertisement is mandatory.

2. The purpose of the preproposal conference is o provide Proposers an opportunity to ask questions.
Remarks and explanations at the conference shail not be binding and shall not change the provisions of
the RFPP. The County will orally respond, to the best of its ability and knowledge, to questions raised at
the conference. However, the County wili not be bound to its preliminary answers given atthe conference.

~ Changes or amendments to the RFPP will be accomplished only in writing and will be issued on Leon
County's website at the following address: <http:/Awww.co.leon.fl.us/Purchasinafindex.asp>.

3. Any person requiring spedial accommodation because ofa disabl_l’t_tyatriény public meetings relating to this
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_ RFPP shouid-contact Leon County’'s. ADA Coordinator, Clarence Moore, at (850) 487-2220 for a “Citizen
- Request-_for.. Reasonable Accommodation” form (also avallable on the %""W'meﬁ?n“ at
www.co leon.fl.us), at least 48 hours prior to the scheduled meeting. chment # ]

4. Site visits (optional, but scheduled)-if you are going-to request a site visit to the Tharpe SE%&F - of ; —3
. Facilities Management at {850) 488-1948 has pre-arranged two scheduled times for site visits to be  °
performed as foliows: ) ' '
a. Thursday, June 19, 2003, from 10 am to 12 pm; or
b. Friday, June 20, 2003, from 10 am to 12 pm.
These are the only two times that site visits may be performed.

3.10 Mandatory Requirements

1. The County has established certain mandatory requirements that must be included as part of any
proposal. The use of the terms “shall,” “must,” or “will,” (except to indicate simple futurity) in this RFPP
indicate a mandatory requirement or condition.

2. The words “should” or “may" in this RFPP indicate desirable attributes or conditions, but are permissive
in nature. Deviation from, or omission of, such a desirable feature will not by itself cause rejection of a
proposal.

3.11_Interpretation of RFPP Documents |

Questions concerning an interpretation of meaning, ambiguity, conditions and specifications of the RFPP,
andfor requests for changes to conditions and specifications, must be in writing, addressed to the Purchasing
Director. The envelope 'should be identifiable as questions regarding the RFPP. The deadline for the
County's receipt of questions is provided in the Timetable (Section 2). Answers will be issued in Addendum
to RFPP, which will be posted on the County’s Website at <http://iwww.co.leon.fl.us/Purchasing/index.asp>.

3.12_Preparation and Submission of Proposals

1. Proposers shall deliver the original and five (5} copies of their proposal no later than the date and time
specified in the Timetable in Section 2. The ORIGINAL of your reply must be clearly marked
"Original” on Its face and must contain an original, manual signature of the Owner or Authorized

. Representatiire of the responding firm or individual, all other copies may be photocoples.

2. All RFPP Submittal Form sheets and required documents must be properly executed and be submitted
in a sealed and titled envelope or wrapper. The face of the envelope shall be addressed to the
Purchasing Director as follows: '

To:  Mr. Kelth Roberts, Purchasing Director
Leon County Purchasing Division
2284 Miccosukee Road
Tallahassee, Florida 32308

Proposal Opening Date:  July 8, 2003

Time: 2:00 pm, EST

Proposal #:

3. Itis the Proposer's responsibility to ensure that its proposal is delivered at the proper time and
place of the proposal opening as stated In the advertisement. Proposals arriving late will not be
considered.

3.13 Cost of Developing and Submitting Proposal: Ownership

By submitting a proposal, the Proposer agrees: the County is not liable for any of the costs incurred by the
Proposer in preparing and submitting a proposal; and its proposal will become the property of the County st
upon receipt and will not be retummed to the Proposers once opened. The County shall have the right to use

e
e
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any and al ideas or adaptations of ideas contained i its proposal received in response to this RFPP without

- the payment of any fee or royalty for that use- Selection or rejection of the proposal will not affect this right.

Attachment #

3.14 Withdrawal of Proposals " | | Page _[5 o
1. Aproposal may be withdrawn in person by a Proposer or Authorized Representative who presents proper

identification and signs a receipt for the proposal, but-only if the withdrawal is made prior fo the exact
deadtine set for receipt of proposals.

2. Errors and omissions on the part of the Proposer in preparation of the proposal confers no right
to withdrawal of the proposal after it has been opened.

3.15 Opening of Proposals

1. Proposals will be opened publicly at the teon County Purchasing Division Office located at 2284
Miccosukee Road, Tallahassee, FL, 32308. The Purchasing Director or designee, whose duty it is to
open them, will decide when the specified time has amived. No proposal received thereafter wili be
considered and may be returned unopened. No responsibility will be attached to any officer for the
premature opening of a proposal not properly sealed, addressed or identified.

2. At the time fixed for the opening of proposals, only the Proposer and location of Proposed Property in
each proposal will be made public for those who may be present.

3.16 Evaluation of Proposals

1. All proposals submitted to the County are subject to the County's terms and conditions contained in the
RFPP. Any and all additional terms and conditions submitted by proposers are rejected and shall have
no force or effect in the evaluation of proposals.

2. The County reserves the right to determine, in its sole discretion, the proposal thatis in the County’s best
interest. Proposals should be submitted with the most favorable terms the Proposer can offer.

3. Responsive proposais will be evaluated against how well they meet the criteria set out in this RFPP. This
rhay include a visit by County staff and contractors to each proposed facility to ensure thoroughness and
accuracy of responses. The results of responsive proposal evaluations will be presented to the Board for
determination of which, if any, proposal will be selected for further due diligence inspection/review and/or
negotiation, including direction regarding further programming and/or modifications. The Board will also
receive informationon those RFPP proposals deemed non-responsive.

4. The County reserves, in its sole discretion, the right to verify information submitted in each Proposal.

" 5. The County reserves, in its sole discretion, the right to waive any minor irregularities or technicality not

limited to the correction of simple mistakes or typographical errors and to seek clarification of proposals
received, when such is in the best interest of the County.

3.17_Non-Responsive Proposers

Proposals that do not meet all mandatory requirements of this RFPP or which fail to provide all required
information, documents or materials will be rejected as non-responsive. The County reserves the right to
determine which proposals meet the mandatory requirements of the RFPP.

3.18_Additional Information

The County reserves the right to request additional information from proposers in order to make a thorough
review and fair comparison of all proposals submitted. Failure to request additional information is not to be
construed as an error on the part of the County. ‘

3.19 Criteria
The Leon County Board of County Commissioners (BCC) will determine the proposal(s) that is(are) in the best
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interest of the County, or may decide not to further pursue any of the proposed properties. The following

criteria, along with a narrative prepared.by staff, will be forwarded to the BCC for consid{araﬁonz
~'3.19.1 Proposed Property Description T * Z;; f
3.19.1.1 Proposer compléetes Property Description Submittal Form {(Section 4)P5}'ﬁ‘a o‘\_

County as Exhibit#1, with Exhibits #2 through #14 and "A” through *D", in proper order (see

Section 3.21), under a cover letter addressed to the Purchasing Director as noted in Section

3.12. :

3.19.1.2 Using Attachment #4 (Property Description Woriksheet), Proposer enters section subtotals,
from the Property Description Submittal Form, into columns ‘B" and “C," where designated

. as “Proposer Enters,” and submits it as Exhibit #11, with the proposal. Point totals are

obtained from the Proposer's response to each.

3.19.2 Property Exchange Value

Exchange Value Calculated as Follows: A - B = C, where;

A = Full Price of the Proposed Property.

B = Appraised Value of the Tharpe St. property.

C = Final Exchange Vaiue {the difference in value of the properties).

If the values of the Tharpe Street property and the full price of the Proposed Property differ, the Final
Exchange Value will be paid by cash. Proposer Completes Attachment #5 Proposed Property Exchange
Value Worksheet and submits it as Exhibit #12.

3.19.3 Communications Network ' ’
3.19.31 If data fiber is currently received and usable in the Building, Proposer is to complete

Attachment #6 Communications Network Information Form, and submit it as Exhibit #1 3.
If no data fiber is currently received and usable, indicate "None Available” on Attachment #6
and submit it as Exhibit #13.

3.19.32 Leon County will estimate the cost of readying the Building for a Leon County fiber network
and relocating communication network(s) (voice and data) and related communications
equipment costs.

3.20 Rejection of Proposals
1. The County reserves the right to reject any and all proposals when such rejection is in the interest of the
County. -

2. If all proposals are rejected, the County reserves the right to change specifications as necessary and
reinstate procedures for soliciting competitive proposals, to cease the process in its entirety, or to utilize
another process to identify property.

3.21_Proposal Submission Check List (for Proposer's use)

The following Exhibits have been completed, are property labeled and are submitted as part of the proposal:
1. [ )Completed Section 4—Proposed Property Description Submittal Form, and labet as Exhibit #1.

2. [ JACopy of the Property Appraiser's Data Sheet (<http://dta.co.leon flus/prop/search.cfm> submitted
as Exhibit #2) reflecting the Proposed Property’s Ownership, Legal Description, Street Address and
General Description must be submitted with the Proposal. If the Property Appraiser's Data Sheet does
not accurately reflect the ownership of the Proposed Property, the Proposer must also submit a valid
copy of the Deed(s), Option to Purchase, or other such documentation that provides proof of the
Proposer's legal right to convey marketable titie to the Proposed Property at or before Closing.

[ JCompleted and Notarized Owner's Certification Form {(Attachment #1), and label as Exhibit #3.

[ IMap(s) of Acceptable Geographic Boundaries Indicating Proposed Property’s Location on Map(s)
(Attachment #2) and label as Exhibit #4.

[ ]Site Drawing of Proposed Property, andclabel as Exhibit #5.

[ ]Photographs of Proposed Property, and label as Exhibit #6.

[ )Description of “All known occurrences of water remaining on the property and not properly running
off." 1f "None,” provide a statement to that effect. Label as Exhibit #7.

[ ]Copy(s) of all System Warranties in Effect. if “None,” provide a statement to that effect. Label as
Exhibit #8.

[ ICompleted Energy Consumption Data Form (Attachment #3), and label as Exhibit #9.

© ©® NO;m A
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10. { “JFioor Plan of Proposed Propérly's Building, and label as Exhibit #10,
-14. [ “Jcompleted Property Description Worksheet, (Attachment #4) and label as Exhibit #11.
12. [-JCompleted Proposed Property Exchange Value Form (Attachment #5), and label as Exhibit #12
13. [ )Completed Communications Nelwork Information Form {Attachment #6), and label as Exhibit #43.
'14. | )Completed and Notarized Swom Statement under Section 287.133(3)(A), Florida Statutes, on Public
 Entity Crimes, (Attachment #8)and label as Exhibit #14. /
Attachment 4

Other Items to be Submitted as Exhibits with Proposat: Page of 53
A. [ ] PnaselAudit Report of Proposed Property, if available, and label as Exhibit A. If%oﬁé available,
provide a statement to that effect, label it and submit it as Exhlibit A.
B. [ ] Phasell Audit Reportof Proposed Property, if available, and label as Exhibit B. If none available,
provide a statemerit to that effect, label it and submit it as Exhibit B.
C. [ ] Detailed Description of any Known Hazardous Materials and Available Abatement Reports of
Proposed Property, and label as ExhibitC . 1fno known hazards exist and no abatement reports
are available, provide a statement to that effect, label it and submit it as Exhibit C.
D. [] Recordsofany Tenants, Including Lease Agreements for Space and Parking, if Proposed Property
is Presently Occupied and will be Covered by Active Lease(s) on the County's Date of Occupancy.
If none, provide a statement to that effect, label it and submit it as Exhibit D.

26
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Section 4 - Request for Property Proposals (RFPP) Proposed Property Description Submittal Form

I.  ldentification and General Description .

1.1 Property Offered:

+

| Sirset Addrass

Gy Stale Zp

1.1.1 Acceplabls Geographic Boundaries -{rafe‘;" to |1 ]_Soutﬁefn Strategy Area
Attachment #2) (check all that apply)
1.1.2 Boundary Map(2)-identify the Proposed e
Property on the appropriate boundary map(s} and
submit ag Exhibit #4

1.2 Property Description:

[ ]_Frenchtown/Front Porch Area

—1 ) Enterprise Zone ‘

Current Zoning Lot's Dimensions (Fronlage x Depth) Lot's Squers Ft. Lot's Tolsd Acres

1.2.1 Buliding(s)’ Square Feet (see definitions): ‘
' Gross Square Feet:

Net Assignable Square Feet:

Net Square Feet:

Non-Assignable Square Fest_

Conditioned Square Feet;

1.2.2 Number of Parking Spaces for the County’s
Exciusive Use:

13 '?.:e‘ A Copy of the Proporfy Appraiser's Data

(
submittod as hfbfg #2) reﬂecting the Proposed
Property’s Ownership, Legal Description, Street
Address and General Descripfion must be
submitied with the Proposal. If the Properly
. Appraiser's Data Sheet does pof accurately reffect
' the ownership of the Proposed Property, the

must also submit a valid copy of the

Deed(s), Option to Purchase, or other such
documentation that provides proof of the Proposer’s
bgaf fight to convey marketable title fo the

' Proposed Property at or before Closing.
r 1.3 Ovwner(s) Naro(s)

e Far

G

LT
S

AT v,

1.3.1 Owner(s) Address:

Strest Address

Cy ‘ State b

{7y

d

#57.3.2 Owner(s) Contact:

Fax ¥ . E-Mall

(L]
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1.4 Authorized Representative’s Name (If the
Property Appraiser’s data sheet (described In 1.2.3.
above) does not reflect the curment Owner as
Identifiad In 1.3. above.. ‘

Last o ’ First M- : U
1.4.1 Authorized Representative’s Address:
SreatAdden Coy State »
1.4.2 Authorized Representative’s Contact:

Phone # Fex # E-Mall

1.5 Dete Buliding(s) Constructed:

1.8 Last Date at Least 80% of the Propeity’s -
Assignable Office Space was Occupied by Full- .
Time Office/ Professional Staff:

Proposers—also include the following with your submittals:

- Owner's Certification Form. Complete Attachment #2 and submit with proposal as Exhibit #3.

7
8 Provide site drawing as Exhibit #5, \
0 Provida clear (8" x 10" photographs (color preferred), showing exterior front, sides and rear of the proposed facility (Attach Photos as Exhibit #6.)

10 On a separate sheet of paper, describe all known occurrences of water remalning on the property and not property running off and attach as Exhibit #7 with proposal. |f none,

write “None™ on a separate sheet and submit as Exhibit #7 with proposal. P

1.1 Provide a copy of all system warranties In effect as_Exhibit #8. If rone, write “None" on a separate sheet of paper and submit as Exhibit #8 with proposal. '
1.12 Provide energy consumption data (Attachment #3) as Exhibit #9, ;
't 13 Provide a copy of the building's floor plan as Exhibit #10. . ’ .

[nstructions for Completing Sections )l Through Vil: For each factor, indicate the response that most accurately describes the Proposed Property by entering an
X" in the appropriate box {[ ]). Subtotal points for each Section.

ll. Accessibility '
‘Accessibility standards (Florida Building Code) can be found online at: http'ﬂwww.sbcci.orglFlorida_BuiidIng_CodelchangedIch—1 1/Sec%2011-4.pdf The Florida
Building Code in its entirety can be found online at: hitp:/www.sbecl.ora/floridacodes.htm. Road classifications can be obtained by calling the City of Tallahassee

Engineering Department at (850) 891-8234

2.1 Properly Entrance Location Is on a road classified as: Local Road Minor Collector Principal Arterial Major Collector Minor Arteliia;l
L ]3 [ 14 3

[)15 @ B

2.2 identify Nearest Principal Arterial Road In space below:

o )
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2.3 Distance to Nearest Principal Arterial Road:

Property Entrance Equal to or
Graater Than One (1) Mile from
Prircipal Arterial Road

- (11

Property Entrance Greater Than
0.5 Mites But Less Than One (1)
Mile from Principal Arterial Road

[ ]2

Property Entrance Less Than

‘0.5 Miles from Prlndpal

Arterial Road
(13

Greater than 200 Ft. and no

2.4 Distance fo Nearest TalTran Bus Stop: Greater than 600 Ft. orno No more than 200 Ft. (.038
service Greater than 600 f1. {11 miles) miles) ‘
[ 12 [13
' [ 11 5
2.8 Number of Exclusive Use Disabled Only Parking Spaces. Less Than Four {4) Spaces Four (4) to Five (5) Spaces More than Five (§) Spaces
- ‘ {11 []2 []3
2.8 Proposed Property Meols Aocessib.‘ldy Routs Criteria for the ] No; Doas Not Meet Current Code Yes; Mesats Current Code
Disabled—other than the Parking Raqufrements addrassed In Section {11
2.5 above. [13
-2.7 Whether the Proposed Property is Aooess:‘b!e to the Disabled from | Propesty Not Accessible From Property Entrance Accessible Property Entrance Accessible
.Public Sidewalk. Public Sidewalk Along Roadway | From Public Sidewalk Along From Public Sidewalk Along
Roadway, but No ADA ‘Roadway with ADA COmpI!ant
Compliant Curb Cuts Curb Cuts
[ 11 [])2 []3
2.8 Number of bathrooms accessible to the disabled™. One unisex bathroom per floor More than one unisex bathroom | Al bathrooms accessible'to
per floor or more than one the disabled.
gender specific bathroom per
. floor
P11 {12 [13

'2.9 Whether Public Corridors in the Bullding are accessible to the
physically disabled”,

One comidor is accessible

More than one corridor is
accessible

All corridors accessible lo the
disabled

e,

[ 11

fountain per floor
. {12

. _ (11 []2 []3
2.10 Whether Water Fountains in the Proposed Property are One accessible fountain per floor | More than one accessible Al fountains accessible to the
atcessible to the physically disabled*. ' disabled

[]3

2.11 Whether Signage In the Proposed Property Is accessible to the
physically disabled”.

Signage is not accessible or
thers is limitedino signage in
accessible routes only

[ 11

Some signage Is accessible

[12

All signage in buillding Is
accessible

*As defined in the current Florida Building Code.
Section It Polnt Total:

P daltems\G-E-M Prop\April-2003\MS-RFPP-GEM-April2003.wpd
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i, Site and Layout

3.1 Proposed Property's proximity to 100-Year Floodplain—Property Is
located: (Floodplain maps

ltto:www. co feon fl.us/specialfiood/index.asp )

Floodplain located at--All
improved property, including
building and all parking, is located
outside of the 1% per year
occurrence level (100-Year
Floodplain), however, some
unimproved space Is within the
100-Year Floodplain

(i1

3.2 Building space is:

in #More Than One Contiguous

Space
{11

3.3 Number of Floors In building:

All Located within More Than Two
Levels; or Located In Two Levels
With a Non-ADA Compliant
Etevator

[ 11

Some or all Is Located within
Two Levels, al of which is
Accessible by an ADA
Compliant Elevator

{12

ear occumrence level (100
Year Floodplain)

[ 13

Al In One Contiguous Space
[13 .

All Located within One Level

[13

3.4 Proximity of building’s exterior bearing walls to other exterior -
.bearing walls:

Horizontal separation 0-10 feet

feet to 30 feet

Horizontal separation over 10~

Horizontal separation greater
than 30 feet '

Section lll Point Total:

2o
<
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, {14 (]2 [ 13
3.5 Building Size - Gross Square Feet (GSF) {see definitions): 25,000-28,500 GSF - 28,501-31,500 GSF .34,501-35,000 GSF
{11 [ ]2 ‘ [1]13
3.6 Building Size - Net Square Feet (NSF) (see definitions): 22,500-25,650 NSF 25,651 - 28,350 NSF 28,351+ NSF ) .
[ 11 [1]2 i13
3.7 Parking Ratio (building(s} GSF/mumber of parking spaces for the Parking ratio of greater than Parking ratio of 1:250 GSF to Parking ratio of 1:250 GSF or
County’s exclusive use): 1:275 GSF 1:275 (ess
[11 [ 12 {13
3.8 Approximate % of lot that consists of Pervious/Open Space Less than 10% 10% - 20% 20+%
(11 {12 {]3
2.9 Number of inches building is located above surrounding ground At-grade Six (B) inches to one (1) foot More than one (1) foot
(11 [}2 []3
g 2=

oI
4§ Justuyoey
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IV. Major System Components and System Warrantles Still in Effect

(Provide a copy of all warranties still in effect as Exhibit #8)
4.1 Site Utilitles 32+ yrs, 24+ to 32 yrs. 16+ to 24 yrs. 8+ to 16 yrs. up to B yrs.
(11 - : - [ 12 {13 [14
4.2 Exterior Windows 24+ yrs. | 18+t024yrs. 12+ to 18 yrs. 6+ to 12 yrs. up to B yrs.
(11 o 12 []3 [ 14 [
4.3 Roof System 16+ yrs. | 12+ 10 16 yrs. 8+ to 12 yrs. 4+ to 8 yrs. upto4yrs,
‘ (11 , {12 [13 [ 115,
4.4 Automated Fire 24+yrs, 18+ to 24 yrs. 12+ 1o 18 yrs. 6+to 12yrs. - up to B yrs. ,
Protectior/ Suppression ‘
System [11 [ 12 [13 14 g (16 L
4.5 Plumbing Piping 24+ yrs. 18+ to 24 yrs. 12+ to 18 yrs. 6+to12yrs. upto B yrs. - '
: [11 ' {12 ()3 [14 L]
4,8 Plumbing Fixtures 24+ yrs, 18+ o 24 yrs. 12+ to 18 yrs. 6+ to.12 yrs. up to B yrs.
[11 112 [13 [ |
4.7 HVAC Distribution 32+ yrs. 24+ to 32 yrs. 16+ to 24 yrs. B+ to 16 yrs. upto8yrs. .
(11 (12 (13 114 [16
4.8 HVAC Equipment 244 yrs. 18+ to 24 yrs. 12+ to 18 yrs. 6+to 12 yrs. up to 6 yrs.
(11 {12 (33 [14 , 115
4.9 HVAC Controls 16+ yrs. 12+ to 16 yrs. 8+ {0 12 yrs. 4+ to 8 yrs. up to 4 yrs.
. (11 (12 (13 [14 (15
410 UPS 7-10+ yrs. of none 5+to 7 yrs. A+to5yrs. 1+to 3 yrs. upto tyr.
- [11 - 5 [13 14 !
' 411 Backup Generator | None 30+ yrs. 20+ to 30 yrs. 10+ to 20 yrs. up to 10 yrs.
i (11 [12 [] [14 (
| 4.2 Contral Energy 10+ yrs. 7+ 10 10 yrs. A+to T yrs. 2+10 4 yrs. up to 2 yrs.
;Mnnagements)rsfemwim . :
 Central Monitoring {] {12 o [13 {14 [156 v >
- -
_4.13 Electrical Service 32+ yrs, 24+ 10 32 yrs. 16+ to 24 yrs. 8+to 16 yrs. up to 8 yrs. ¢ o
[11 [12 [}3 [14 (15 3
— o Bem 1 - aman
4.14 Eloctrical Distribution | 40+ yrs. 30+ to 40 yrs. 20+ to 30 yrs. 10+ to 20 yrs, wpto10ys. [N
- {11 []2 [§3 ()4 115 3R
4.15 Electrical Lighting | 20+ yrs. 15+ 1020 yrs. 10+ to 15 yrs. 5+ 10 10 yrs. up to 5 yrs. T
(11 12 {13 {14 116 ]
N e . ; .
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4.16 Building Network 12 + yrs. or building not 9+ yrs, 6+ to 9 yrs, 3+to B yrs. up to 3yrs. -
Wiing totally wired for computer ‘ y
network .
(11 []12 []13 114 [15; .
4.17 Overay Asphalt 8+ yrs. &+ yrs. to 8 yrs. 4+106 yrs. 2+10 4 yrs. upto2yre. -
Parking Lot [11 (12 []13 {14 (18
4,18 Roof Warmanty - OtoSyrs. . More than & yrs. to 10 yrs. | More than 10 yrs. to 15 yrs. | More than 15 yrs. fo 20 | More than 20 yrs.
Remaining Wamanty 1 )2 [13 yrs. :
Period [ 1% []4 {15
4.19HVAC Wamanty - Oto5yrs. More than 5 yrs. to 10 yrs. | More than 10 yrs. to 15 yrs. | More than 15 yrs. to 20 More than 20 yrs.
Remaining Warranty [12 [13 yrs.
Period (11 ({14 (186
4,20 Elevator Warranty Oto 5 yrs. More than 5.yrs. to 10 yrs. | More than 10 yrs. fo 15 yrs. | More than 15yrs. t0 20 More than 20 yrs.
{must be on all warranties) yr8s.
= Enfer “NA” if property
has no elevafors [J12 113
(11 {14 {15
Sectlon IV Point Total:
V, Quallty of Major System Components
51 Roofing Material Lapped Fiberglass Single Ply Built-up Multi-ply Build-up EPDM Metal
[11 {12 [13 14 (18
8.2 Design & General Bullding design Is devold of Bullding built from stock Bullding was contractor Buliding was architecturally Building was arcl'lltedunll:y‘
Construction any architectural detail and plans. No architectural designed. Moderate designed. Moderate designed. Bullding has
was constructed at the lowest | treatment. Moderately architectural treatment. grchitectural treatment. extensive architectural
possible costbutmiét: -/ | attractive. Constructed with Architecturally attractive. Bullding is architecturally treatments. Buildingls
minkmum codes when buit - average quatity materials and | Constructed with good quallty sttractive. Built of superior sichiiscturally stirsctive and
workmanship materials and workmanship materials and workmanship was customn buflt of the best
. quality materials and
workmanship
(1)1 [12 {13 {14 (15
5.3 Lighting & Plumbing Minimal of fow quality Moderate quality Standard quality High quality Best quality with wefi
' designed layouts - =
{19 ()2 113 [14 (15 & &
5.4 Climate Control System Zoned/Thermostat only Multi-zoned/Thermostat Independent EM of AHU Local Area Network EM Fully Computertzed EM =3"
Capability System with Remats b
Capabﬂlty —
L1 (12 113 [14 SERR ™
: .,
s | Fe
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4.6 Exterfor Construction Sheat Metal, Wood Siding, Split Concrate Block Masonry Concrete Block Brick Pre-cast or ust-lq-plm
(primary materiai) Stucco (EIFS), Vinyl concrete
[11 [12 [13 []4 '[ls
8.7 Quiside Plant Service Does not meet the other Fiber optic cabling Is not Fiber optic cabling Is available Fiber optic cabling Is not Fiber optic cabllnq s
Entrance and Temination standards described available. - - and installed In Innarduct. available. available and Inshllod L
=Service Entrances to All eabling and oonduit Isin Al cabling and conduit is in All cabling and conduit Is in innerduct,
Bulidings and Termination of good condition. good condltion. exceflent condition and Is not Each bufiding is served, .with
Cables Entering Bullding: All conduit has watertight AX condult has watertight damaged. a minimum of two 4* "
connections and are property | connections and are properly Communications condults are | conduits and two 2* condults.
sloped 1o prevent damage sloped to prevent damage into not shared with any other All cabling and condult is in
1 into bulkdings. - bulldings. utility. excellent condition and is not
Where conduits enter the Wheres conduits enter the Communications condult damaged.

‘| &xterior walls of the buliding, | exterior walls of the building, trenches are physically Conwnunluﬁonl oondulls
pipe sieeves have been pipe sleaves have besn separated by at least 18" from | are not shared vmh any other
installed with a hatf-inch Installed with a half-inch power conduits. utility.
minimum watertight seal. minimum watertight seal. All conduit has watertight Communications condult

connections and are properly trenches are physically
* | sioped fo prevent damage into | sspacated by at lsast 18°
buiidings. from power conduits.
Where conduits anter the All condult has watertight
exterior walls of the building, connections and are properly
. pipe sleeves have been sioped to prevent damage
instaliad with a half-inch into bulkdings.
. minimum watertight seal. Where conduits enter the
exterior walls of the-bullding,

. pipe sieeves have been
instafied with a haif-inch
minimum watertight seal.

£11 ()2 (13 []4 [15
i
5 &
@ 8
1 =
Yoz
D
~L=
o R
-ty
o
m EAELN
s | agg 17
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Fy

Does not meet the other- — -~

5.8 Telecommunications Each building has a - Each buliding has a Each building has a Each buliding has. a Do

Rooms: standards described. Communication Equipment Communication Equipment Communication Equipment Communication Equipment
Room, with a minlmum Room, with a minimum Room, with a minimum Roorn, with & minimum
dimension of 10 x 10°, to dimension of 12 x 12, to house | dimension of 10°x 10/, to dimension of 12' x 12, to
house building systems such | building systems such as house building systems such .| house building systems. such

 as telacommunications, data | telecommunications, data as telecommunications, data | as telscommun diata

network equipment, lightning | network equipment, lightning network equipment, lightning network equipment; Hgh ning
protection, fibar optic cable protection, fiber optic cable protection, fiber optic cable protection, fiber optic. cable
terminations, etc. Each fioor | terminations, ete. Each floorof | terminations, etc. Each floor terminations, etc.
of each building has a at each building has a af least one | of each buliding has a at jeast | Each floor of each. butldlng
least one Communications Communications Closet (CC) ona Communications Closet has a st feastone™ . '
Closet (CC) that serves as that serves as an intemediate (CC) that servas as an Gommunications Closet (€C)
an intermediate connecting connecting point for the intermediate connecting point | that serves asan .
point for the bullding’s bullding's horizontal and vertical | for the building's horizontat intarmeadiate cnnnacﬂnq
horizontal and verticat cabling and Information system. | and vertical cabling and point for the buliding's -
tabling and information ‘ information system. horizontal and vertical .
system. CC's do not house HVAC, Sufficient CC's are on each cabling and ,Infonnfﬁon
CC's do not house HVAC plumbing, electrical power, or fioor so that each CG does not | system.
plumbing, etectrical power, or | other equipment. HVAC sarve mone than approx. 5umdent CC's are on aaeh
other equipment HVAC service Is provided to CC's to 10,000 SF of space. CC'sdo | fioor so that esch CC doo’
service Is provided to CC's fo | maintain a temperature range not house HVAC, plumbing, not serve more than approx.
maintain a temperature of 85 to 85 degress Fahrenheit | electrical power, or other 10,000 SF of space. CC's
range of 65 _to 85 degrees and relative humidity of 50% 24 | equipment. HVAC servics is do not housa HVAC,
Fahrenhait and relative hours per day, 7 days per provided o CC’s to maintain a | plumbing, alectrical poiver, or
humidity of 50% 24 hows per | week.' CC's are 10'x 10 or femperature range of 65 to 685 | other equipment. HVAC!
day, 7 days perweek. CC's | greater in size. ’ degrees Fahrenheit and sarvice is provided to ¢C's to
ars 8' x 10' or greater in slze. . relative humidity of 50% 24 maintain a tempearature,

’ ’ hours per day, 7 days per range of 65 to 85 degrees
week. CC's are 8'x 10' or Fahrenheit and relative
greater in size. humidity of 50% 24 hours pat

day, 7 days per week. CC's
are 10" x 10’ or greater in
(11 {12 113 {14 size. ‘
115
3=
]
» -
=
e =3
q) b =S
. 8
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5.9 Inskie Cable Plant Wiring | Does not meet the other B80% - 90% of assignable 80% - 90% of assignable space | 90% - 100% of dssignable 90% - 100% of assignable

and Raceways, Horizontal standards described. space In tha bullding Is in the buliding is Instalted with space In the building is - apaca in the building is

Cables: Installed with horizontal horizontal cabling that consists | installed with harizontal installed with horizontal
cabling that consists of a of a multiple of Category 8 cabling that consists of a cabling that consists of
multiple of Enhanced drops and/or RGS coaxial muttiple of Enhanced multiple of Category § drops
Category 5 drops and/er CATV drops. Category 5 drops and/or RG6 | andfor RG8 cosxial CATV
RGBS coaxial CATV drops. All cables are installed and coaxial CATV drops. drops. N
Al cables are installed and neatly dressed in cable trays All cables are instafled and All cables are instatied and
neatly dressed in cable trays | and j-hooks. neatly dressed In cable trays neatly dressed in-cabls trays
and J-hooks. All horizontal cable is sun above | and j-hooks. and j-hooks. :
All'horizontal cable Is run cellings and properly supporied | All horizontal cable is run All horizontal cable is run
-above ceilings and properly with hangers approximately 4’ above ceilings and properly above cellings and proparly
supported with hangers on center. Hangers are supported with hangers supported with hangers..
-approximately 4' on center. attached to the building approximately 4' on center. approximately 4 on center.
Hangers are attached to the structure, not to ceiling grid, Hangers are aftached to the Hangers are attached to the
building structure, not to support wires, conduits, duct bullding structurs, not to buliding structure, notto
celling grid, support wires, work, piping or any other ceiling grid, support wires, celling grid, suppost wires,
conduits, duct work, piping or | system component. condufts, duct work, piping of | conduits, duet work, piping of
any other system any other system component. | any olher system:  °
component. component. '

{11 112 (13 [14 {15
ESectlon V Point Total:

'VI Life | Safety

m 1 3

All Parking is Ground Level and Located

6.1 Parking Location Some or All of the Parking Is Located under | Some or All of the Parking Is in a Parking
‘ the Building, or Is accessible cnly by Garage that Is Located Contiguous with, but | Contiguous with the Building (parking is
crossing a roadway or another's property nat under, the Building {parking is accessible without crossing a roadway or
. accessible without crossing a roadway or | another’s property) '
another's property)
11 [ []3
6.2 Existing Building Secunily No Access Management Exterior doors only Fully integrated AM system throughout
- building
(11 (12 [13
8.3 Exterior Lighting, and Parking None or poor Moderate or some Well fit, including parking area
Securlly _ (11 _ [12 [13
8.4 Fire Suppression System Some or None Ali conditioned space is sprinklered but not | Afl conditioned space is sprinklered a_qg .
-throughout building’s conditioned current Fire Code compliant current Fire Code compliant o ﬁ
space: (11 []2 (13 s =
6.5/SO Rating - 8-10 (<250 gpm/2 hrs.) 4-8 (500-1,000 gpm) <4 (> 1,000 gpm) 3
(gpm=gallons per minute) . =
(Contact your water provider to find '
‘out your 150 rating) (11 []2 R

-, ndaltems\G-E-M Prop\April-2003\MS-RFPP-GEM-April2003.wpd
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8.6 Fire Monitoring throughout None or manual . Zoned fire monitoring with annunciator Fully integrated Fire Monlioring System with
buliding’s conditioned space: panel throughout conditioned space in-duct detectors and addressable heads
~ throughout conditioned space

| [11 {12 [13

6.7 Parking Secunty Little or no lighting and/or visibility of Adequate lighting and/or visibility of parking | Parking area is well lighted and de‘ja‘r‘lly}
parking area obstructed area adequate (little to no obstructions) visible {(no obstructions) oo
()1 : [ ]2 [13
Section VI Point Total:

»

____—_—___—_-_——___—__—_____—__————————___—————————-—'_—

Vil._Energy Conservation :
7.1 SEER Rating on HVAC System |59 10-14 15-19 20+

[} [12 [13 | [14
7.2 Thermal Insulated Window Panes None Partial (< 50%) Partiat (> 50%}) All

(11 (12 [13 (14
Section VIl Subtotal:
Proposer.

7.3 Complete Energy Consumption Data form (Attachment #3) as Exhibit#9. Leon County will award points based on the spread of annual BTU usage per assignable
square foot among proposed properties. The spread of annual BTU usage per assignable square foot will be divided into four equal ranges, and numbered from
the lowest usage quadrant (Quadrant #1) to the highest usage quadrant (Quadrant #4). Proposals In Quadrant #1 receive four (4) points; proposals in Quadrant
#2 recelve three (3) points; proposals in Quadrant #3 receive two (2} points; and proposals in Quadrant #4 receive one (1) point. '

Do
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Attachment #Jf .~ Altachment #1 (Submit as Exhibit #3)

,, . Page. - 10f2
e B : Owner's Certification : ’
N : Part | - Owner’s Information
1\We, , certify that I/'We am/are the Owner(s) of the Proposed Prof;)
Owner's Name:; .
Owner's Address: ~ —
Number Street CitytStalelZip
Owner's Phone No.:{ ) Emait Address (optional):
1We , give
Owned(s) Name(s) - Authorired Repressnistive(s)’ Nama(s)

the right to act on my/our behalf regarding the negotiation and sale of the Proposed Property.

Owners) Signaturs{s} Date

Notary Public

State of County of

(Check one of the three following options.)
1. [ ]Foran individual acting in his or her own right; or

Swormn to (or affirmed) and subscribed before me this day of, - , 20 , by
. : , who is personally known to me or who has produced__ :
“Name of Ownec(s) N (Type of identification presented)

as identification.

2. [ ]For Corporation; or

Sworn to (or affirmed) and subscribed before me this day of 20 , by
_ of

(Name and Tide of Authorized Representative Acknowledging) - . ] (Name of Corpaiim)

a ‘ corporation, on behalf of the corporation. He or she is personally known to me or has

produced_____ _ as Identiﬁtion.

(Type of identification presenied)

3. [ ]For Partnership: .

Swo_m to (or affirmed) and subscribed before me this day of , 20 , by

of
(ummmammmmm) mdmt
He or she is personally known to me or has produced as identification.
Type ol presecind) :

(Signature of Notary)
(Print, Type or Stamp Name of Notary) _ (Title or Rank) (Seria No., T

K
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Page %ﬂwbmlt@d as Exhibit #3)

. Page 2 of 2
- Owner's Cerfification
Partll - Authorlzed Representative’s lnformatlon
Authorized Representative’s Name:
Authorized Representative's Address: _
Number st-l ClyfState/Zip
Authorized Representative's Phone No..( ) Emaii Address (optional):
{
Authorized Representative’s Signature _Dats
. ' Notary Public
State of _ County of
Swom to (or affirmed) and subscribed before me this day of , 20 , by
, who is personally known to me or who has produced _
(Nama of Authortzed Representative(s) (Type of identification preserded)
as identification.
(Signature of Notary)
(Print, Type or Stamp Name of Notary) “(Title or Rank) -(Serial No., if any)

Owner's Certification
Part 11l - Owner/Authorized Representative Disclosure

Complete and sign one of the following statements, which accurately indicates the Owner's and Aulhonzed Representatwe (]
knowledge of the property:

1. 1 know of no conditions, other than what have been described herein, that could materially affect the value of
the Proposed Property.
Sigriéture: . Date:

2. Other than the conditions that have been described herein above, | know of no conditions that could materially

affect the value of the Propased Property other than as follows: (describe any such conditions below)
A. Conditions disclosed:

{attach additional shest If necessary

Signature: B Date:

FAAgendaltems\G-E-M Prop\Apeil-2003\MS-RFPP-GEM-April2003.wpd ' ' ag
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Pag- . _}}_t ﬂm Page 2 as Exhibit #9)

, - _ Page 1 of 2
Energy Consumption Data

To identify the energy consumption rate per assignable square foot, an Excel spreadsheet has been developed for the
Proposers' use. If a Proposer does not use Excel, Leon County will prepare the Energy Consumption Data for the Proposer
upon receipt of the necessary data from the Proposer. if the Proposer seeks Leon County to prepare the Energy
Consumption Data, they must submit the request and usage information by the deadline date for written questions (refer to
the Timetabie). Leon County will retum the consumption report to the Proposer prior to the proposal submission deadiine.

To complete the report, Proposers are required to identify the last twelve consecutive months in which the Proposed
Property was fully occupied (which is defined as 80+% of the assignable space-occupied by full-time professional or office
staff). Then, for each of those twelve months, the Proposer needs to identify the total Kilowatts (kWh) of electricity used
and/or the cubic feet (cf) of natural gas used in the Proposed Property. The Excel spreadsheet will total the usage and
convert the measurements to British Thermal Units (BTUs) for a consistent point of comparison. A copy of the Excel
spreadsheet is on the following page. :

FA\Agendaltems\G-E-M Prop\April-2003\MS-RFPP-GEM-April2003.wpd B 26



.nit as Exhibit #9)

) , Page 2 of 2
Attachment # age <

Page _} of

Energy Consumption Survey: Fill in as many of the shaded boxes as your energy bill(s) delineate, 30 that all energy
‘|sources are recorded. Only complere the shaded boxes; the remainder is calculated by Excel formulas.

T.0 Locaton: (e _ T -

2.0 Enter the total Asmgn Square Fect within the Buildmg (refcr todeﬁmuons) T

3.0 Enter the most recent 12 consecutive months when proposed property's assignable office space was atleast 80% occupied
by full-time office/professional staff (the months will be automatically entered into Table I).
3.1 Begmning Month/Y ear (format mm/yyyy, such as 01/2002 for January, 2002)

3.2. Endmg Montth ear (ﬁonnula cntry)

lmeterlaccnunt used for the proposed property, enter the total energy use recorded on all metcrslnccoums
4.1 Eleciric Usage - In Colimn B, record kilowatt (k of electrictty use r cach o -mon ted m Column A. Btu usage
willbe generated by formula. Enter meterlaccuunt dentification.

atura sage -- InCo natural gas usage was measured i therms , record number of therms of natura
gas used for cach of the 12-moanths hstcd n Cohumn A. Btu usage will be generated by formula. E.nter meter/account identificat
4.3 Natural Gas Usage -- In Column D, & nafural gas usage was mcﬁmm
used for each of the 12-months listed in Column A. Btu usage will be gencrated by formula. Enter meter/account identification.

Table |, Annuil Btu Energy COnsumptlonlAsslgnableASquare‘?oot

A ) B [ <] E
- Natural Gas Use Natural Gas Use
Electric Use | (therms) (1 tharm = 100 cf| (CF) (1 cublc foot (cf =
Month/Year {(1kWh = 3,413 Btu) = 100,000 Btu) 4,030 Btu) Total Btu Usage
{formuta entry} ~KWh [ Natural Gis TeTms atural Gas (CF) Tormula entry) . .
February-02{§8 - ; -
March0Z [ : NERE BT e R R R R -
April-02 -
May-02 -
June-02 -
July-02 -
] August-02 -
- September-02 : -
October02 -
- November-02 -
December2 -
January-03 -
Total - : - " - -

Total Assignable SF (lorgiuis ARlr)

EI.:UE HOEI‘IF:GGOHHE Tntorm ation

Ty of Tallahassee

Suppiler:
ster(slAccl. #a):

Rotes: - —ETu Converston |

[ Nalural Gas ((h&rms) 100.000

I Nelural Gas (CF) 1,030 |
o. T (ga 138,600 |
Propane (gal} VE.500 | ©




Property Description Worksheet

Attachment #4 (Submit as Exhibit#11)
Page 1of 1

Do
S FAAgendaltems\G-E-M Prop\April-2000\MS-RFPP-GEM-Apri2003 wpd

Proposed Property Description ~ RFPP A= Item B= C=
Maximum Proposal Points Welght- AxB=
Polints From Section Totals Factor Welghted Value
Section | - Identification and General Description - Considers non-numeric 1
features of the Proposed Property. R
Section )l - Accessibllity - Considers the degree to which the Proposed Proposer Enters: Proposer Enters:
Property Is accessible to the public. Consideration is given to access by '
several modes of transportation, including personal vehicle and public ’
transit, and accessibility by the physically disabled. ‘ 32 10% 0.313 L
Section 1ll - Site and Layout - Considers the size of the building, general Proposer Enters: Proposer Enters: A
tayout, amount of parking, separation of exterior bearing walls—a fire
safety issue—and potential flooding. 27 30% 1.111
Section IV - Major System Components - Considers the age and wan‘énty Proposer Enters: Proposer Enters:
status of major system components. 100 20% 0.20
Section V - Quality of Major System Components - Considers the quality Proposer Enters: Propoéer Enters:
of major syster components. 45 . - 20% 0.444 —_—
Section V1 - Life/Safety - Considers various life/safety factors that will Proposer Enters: Proposer Enters:
potentialty impact future renovation costs. 21 10% 0.477 —_—
j Section Vi - Energy Conservation - Considers conservation features and | Proposer Enters: Proposer Enters:
| energy consumption rates. : 8 7% 0.875 —
Section 11Vl Subtotal: 233 | Proposer Enters Sum:
(97 Pts. Max.)
Energy Consumption per Assignable Square Foot 4 prnty Enters:
(Determined From Energy Consumption Calcuiation Form) {3 Pts, Max)
TOTAL (Sum of Proposer and County Entries): 237 County Enters Totak: = IE;.:
{ (100 Pts. Max) 7 Icn S.
N
%R
=8




dific., ' L, #5 (Submit as Exhibit #12)
Page 1 of 1

——

Proposed Property Exchange Value Worksheet

Attachment # O
Full Price of the Proposed Property AS I’age 2 Q of .

{Proposer Enters)

*Estimated Tharpe St. Property Value B.$_1,100.000.00

Value Difference (A-B =C) c$

(Proposer Enters)
Total GSF: Value Difference/GSF = $ IGSF
Total NSF: Value Difference/NSF = $ INSF

Total NASF: Value Difference/NASF = $ INASE

The Tharpe Street property value of $1.1 million is based on a single proposal, and is an estimate only. Priorto
exchanging properties, the County will update this appraisal and obtain a second independent appraisal. The average
of the two appraised values will be the Tharpe Street Property Value of any property exchange. By submitting a
proposal in response to this RFPP, the Proposer agrees: (1) to accept the Tharpe Street Property Value in full as
payment toward the Proposed Property’s full price; (2} to provide Leon County temporary access easement to the
Tharpe Street Property, at no cost, if access is needed for Leon County improvements to the Tharpe Street Corridor;
(3) to allow GEM's offices to continue their operations in the Tharpe Street Property, at no cost to Leon County, for 30
calendar days after renovations required by Leon County have been completed in the Proposed Property, and 30
calendar days after a Certificate of Occupancy for Leon County in the Proposed Property has been obtained (Leon
County would continue paying its operating costs in the Tharpe Street property until it vacates the Tharpe Street
property).

FAAgendaltcms\G-E-M Prop\April-2003\MS-RFPP-GEM-April2003. wpd 26



“os - #6 (Submit as Exhibit #13)

e L _ B _ Page 1 of 1
R : 6ommunlcatlons Network Information | Attachment #—L—;'
| ' S Page of 23
Fiber Provider: -
Monthly Fiber Access Charge:
# Strands: # Dark Strands:

If data fiber is not currently received and/or is not usable in the Bdilding, Proposer is to complete the following:

Location of Nearest Fiber Demarc: _

Distance Between Nearest Fiber Demarc and Building:

Fiber Owner (for Nearest Demarc):

F\Agendaltems\G-E-M Prop\April-200\MS-RFPP-GEM-April2003.wpd : - 26



THIS FORM MUST BE SIGNED AND SWORN TO IN THE PRESENCE OF A NOTARY PUBLIC OR OTHER OFFIGI:E'H’-',‘7t
AUTHORIZED TO ADMINISTER OATHS. )

1

gehr 2 ‘submit as Exhibit #14)

: ' Page 10of 2
SWORN STATEMENT UNDER SECTION 287.133(3)a), Attachment # :
FLORIDA STATUTES, ON PUBLIC ENTITY CRIMES g o

' " Page _3 ¥ of

H

This sworn statement is submitted to ‘Leon County Board of County Commissioners

by,

[print individual's name and title]

for

[print name of entity submitting sworn statement]

whose business address is:

and (if applicable) its Federal Employer Identification Number (FEIN) is :
(If the entity has no FEIN, include the Socia! Security Number of the individual signing this swom

statement: ).

| understand that a "public entity crime” as defined in Paragraph 287.133(1)(g), Florida Statutes, means a violation of
any state or federal law by a person with respect to and directly related to the transaction of business with any public
entity or with an agency or political subdivision of any other state or of the United States, including, but not limited to,
any bid or contract for goods or services to be provided to any public entity or an agency or political subdivision of =y
other state or of the United States and involving antitrust, fraud, theft, bribery, collusion, racketeering, conspiracy
material misrepresentation.

| understand that "convicted" or "conviction™ as defined in Paragraph 287.133(1)(b), Elorida Statutes, means a finding
of guilt or a conviction of a public entity crime, with or without an adjudication of guilt, in any federal or state trial court
of record relating to charges brought by indictment or information after July 1, 1989, as a result of a jury verdict, n
jury trial, or entry of a plea of guilty or nolo contendere. e,

1 understand that an "afﬁliaié“ as defined in Paragraph 287.133(1)(a), Florida Statutes, means:

1. A predecessor or successor of a person convicted of a public entity crime: or

2. An entity under the control of any natural person who is active in the management of the entity and
who has been convicted of a public entity crime. The term “affiliate” includes those officers, directors,
executives, partners, shareholders, employees, members, and agents who are active in the
management of an affiliate. The ownership by one person of shares constituting a controlling interest
in another person, or a pooling of equipment or income among persons when not for fair market value
under an am's length agreement, shall be a prima facie case that one person controls another person.
A person who knowingly enters into a joint venture with a person who has been convicted of a public
entity crime in Florida during the preceding 36 months shall be considered an affiliate.

| understand that a "person” as defined in Paragraph 287.133(1)e), Florida Statutes, means any natural person or
entity organized under the laws of any state or of the United States with the legal power to enter into a binding
contract and which bids or applies to bid on contracts for the provision of goods or services let by a public entity, or
which otherwise transacts or applies to transact business with a public entity. The term "person” includes those
officers, directors, executives, partners, shareholders, employees, members, and agents who are active in
management of an entity. -
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6. - B'ased-on Informati;m and belief, the statement which 1 have marked below is true in relation to the entity submittih
this swom statement. [Indicate which statement applies.]

Neither the entity submitting this sworn statement, nor any of its officers, directors, executives,
partners, shareholders, employees, members, or agents who are active in management of the entity,
nor any.affiliate of the entity has been charged with and convicted of a public entity crime subseguent
to July 1, 1989.

The entity submitting this swomn statement, or one or more of its officers, directors, executives, partners,
shareholders, employees, members, or agents who are active in management of the entity, or an affiliate of
the entity has been charged with and convicted of a public entity crime subsequent to July 1, 1989.

The entity submitting this sworn statement, or one or more of its officers, directors, executives, partners,
shareholders, employees, members, or agents who are active in management of the entity, or an affiliate of
the entity has been charged with and convicted of a public entity crime subsequent to July 1, 1988.
However there has been a subsequent proceeding before a hearing a Hearing Officer of the State of
Florida, Division of Administrative Hearings and the Final Order entered by the Hearing Officer determined
that it was not in the public interest to place the entity submitting this sworn statement on the convicted
vendor list. [Attach a copy of the final order.]

| UNDERSTAND THAT THE SUBMISSION OF THIS FORM TO THE CONTRACTING OFFICER FOR THE PUBLIC
ENTITY IDENTIFIED IN PARAGRAPH 1 (ONE) ABOVE IS FOR THAT PUBLIC ENTITY ONLY AND, THAT THIS FORM
IS VALID THROUGH DECEMBER 31 OF THE CALENDAR YEAR IN WHICH IT 1S FILED. | ALSO UNDERSTAND THAT
| AM REQUIRED TO INFORM THE PUBLIC ENTITY PRIOR TO ENTERING INTO A CONTRACT IN EXCESS OF THE
THRESHOLD AMOUNT PROVIDED IN SECTION 287.017, FLORIDA STATUTES FOR CATEGORY TWO OF ANY
CHANGE IN THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THIS FORM.

(signature)
Swom to and subscribed before me this day of . 20
Personally known
NOTARY PUBLIC
OR Produced identification Notary Pubfic - State of

My commission expires:

{Type of identification)

Printed, typed, or stamped
comumissioned name of notary public

Form PUR 7068 (Rev 06/11/92)
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- - Board of County Commissioners

) Agenda Request
Date of Meeting:  March 11, 2003
Date Submitted: = March 6, 2003
To: Honorable Chairman and Members of the Board
From: Parwez Alam, County Administrator m

Kim Dressel, Management Services Director ‘f%“-

Subject: Board Direction on Whether to Relocate Growth and Environmental

Management (GEM) and the Competitive Site Selection Process

Statement of Issue

This item seeks Board direction on whether there is-a need to relocate the County’s Growth and
Environmental Management (GEM) offices. If a determination is made to relocate GEM, this item
further seeks Board direction on the competitive process for identifying potential relocation sites.

Background

During its March 19, 2002 workshop on long-term space needs of Courthouse and Traffic Court
tenants, the. Board directed staff to prepare an agenda item addressing the possible relocation of
' GEM to the Fringe Benefits building. A July 30, 2002 agenda item provided this analysis. Staff
recommended that the Board not consider or act upon that location at the time, however, the Board

" directed staff to:

1.- - Request the sellers of the Fringe Benefits property to provide architectural renderings for the
renovation of the Fringe Benefits property that would meet GEM's needs at & cost not to
exceed $122 per square foot (for a total cost of approximately $3.7 million);

2. Develop a sales contract for the 3401 West Tharpe Strect property (GEM’s current location)
at a minimum sales price of $1.5 million; and

3. Identify additional funding to cover a potential funding shortfall of $1.1 million.

An update on the Fringe Benefits building was provided to the Board at its December 10, 2002
meeting (per its direction during its December 9, 2002 retreat). The Board took no action relative
to the Fringe Benefits building.

The Board directed staff, during its January 14, 2003 meeting, to return with an agenda item seeking
a decision as to whether to relocate GEM. This agenda item wes considered during the Board’s

January 28, 2003 meeting (Attachment #1). The Board directed staff to return to the Board with a

competitive process for identifying potential relocation sites.
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At the February 11,2003 meeting, the Board directed staff to prepare an agenda item to reconsider
the Fringe Benefits building as a relocation site for GEM. This agenda item was presented to the
Board during its February 18, 2003 meeting. The Board directed staff to prepare an agenda item
that: (1) analyzes whether there is a need to relocate GEM within a specific time frame, and (2) if
there is a need to relocate GEM, that a competitive process is followed, with qualifying sites limited
to the Southern Strategy, Frenchtown/Front Porch, and Enterprise Zone boundaries.

Analysis

Leon County purchased the 3401 W. Tharpe Street building in 1982, and GEM has been located at
this site since 1989. Per Board direction, the following: (1) analyzes whether there is a need to
relocate GEM, and (2) describes a competitive process for identifying site options if the Board
determines there is a need to relocate GEM.

L Whether There is a Need to Relocate GEM — GEM's current location is easily accessible
and meets its anticipated 20-year space needs.

Good Location: o -
. Ease of Access — GEM is located approximately one mile from an I-10 interchange,
, on a minor arterial roadway. There are two TalTran bus stops servicing the area (one
located at Capital Circle and Tharpe Street-approximately one-quarter mile from
GEM,; and one located at Tharpe Street and Blountstown Highway—approximately
. one-half mile from GEM).
. Adequate, on-site parking is available. ' '
. Customer Recognition—in general, customers know where GEM i is located. asit has
been at 3401 W, Tharpe Street for more than 13 years.
. Customer Satisfaction—most often cited reasons customers gave for retaining GEM
~ at its current location were: its ease of access to major roads, parking and the
proximity to related businesses.

Meets Anticipated 20-year Space Needs;

. Adequate Office Space — The Tharpe Street building contains 26,061 gross square
feet (GSF). GEM and the Health Department combined currently have 84 employees
occupying 18,022 GSF, and with the relocation of the Supervisor of Elections
warehouse GEM will gain 8,039 GSF (45% increase). In addition, Housing’s and
Neighborhood Justice’s five employees and six interns, who currently occupy 2,597
GSF at the Railroad Avenue office will soon be relocated to the Tharpe Street site,
bringing the total employees located at the GEM Office up to 95. However, even
with this relocation of Housing and Neighborhood Justice, it is anucxpated that the
building will still meet the 20-year projected space needs.
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Adequate Parking — The 96 parking spaces located at the Tharpe Street site provide
a parking ratio of 1:271 GSF of office space (approximately eight spaces short of the

- - current standard of 1:250 GSF).

Reasonable Maintenance:

-

Recent maintenance improvements to the facility include a new roof (FY98/99),
interior renovations to support GEM operations (FY 98/99 and FY 00/01}), Indoor Air
Quality Diagnostic Study ( FY00/01), new front fascia and HVAC adjustments
(FY01/02), and currently planned and budgeted interior re-carpeting and paint
(FY02/03). '

The Tharpe Street building is favorable from a maintenance efficiency perspective.
GEM’s office space (18,022 GSF), represents 1.7 % of the County’s total facility
inventory (1,050,068 GSF, excluding the jail). Facilities Management completed 281
work orders for GEM last year: 159 for repairs (57%) and 122 for preventative
maintenance (43%), which represents 3% of work orders completed last year. Any
renovations of the Tharpe Street building would only result in a more favorable
maintenance efficiency rating.

The current floor plan is essentially square, which is extremely efficient from an
operating standpoint, since perimeter walls arc minimized and central core facilities
may be shared (e.g., restrooms, etc.).

Slab-on-grade construction offers maximum strength for furnishings, occupancy
loads and storage of records, etc. (this may not be available through elevated
construction). :

" Anexisting rear loading dock is available for use in making building deliveries, etc.

Upgrad 1 ed:

The current budget includes an allocation of $1,095,000 to renovate the building
according to a master plan developed by Welch and Ward Architects. This master
plan will need to be modified to include space for the Housing and Neighborhood
Justice employees who will be relocated to the GEM office, The scope of the project,

‘which is anticipated to take one year to complete, includes: build-out of the vacant

Elections Supervisor’s warchouse; ceiling replacement; HVAC system replacement
(staff anticipates that a 30% efficiency improvement will be realized by replacing this
system); electrical updates; some floor redefinition; ADA improvements; and
relocation of Housing and Neighborhood Justice Center to this location. Staff

completed a similar renovation project at the Agriculture Center located on Paul

Russell Road approximately two years ago. .
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. ‘When the Board identified site alternatives for the County’s long-term space needs,
projections ranged from approximately $110/sf up to $160/sf. This means that in
- orderto duplicate the Tharpe Street facility today, the cost could range between $2.87
million and $4.17 million, and would most likely be at 2 mid-point of approximately

$3.52 million.

- Additional funding would be needed torelocate GEM. There is no identified funding
source for the relocation of GEM.

Proposed Competitive Process for Identifying Site Options — —The purchase of real property
is exempted from the Board’s Purchasing Policy and is guided by Board Policy 03-01,

Approval Authority for the Acquisition, Disposition, and Leasing of Real Propcrty which
provides in part:

. Acquisition of Real Property (Section 5(b): Property with an acquisition price which
exceeds $250,000 shall be considered by the Board at a public hearing no earlier than
30 days after notice of such public hearing is advertised in a newspaper of general
circulation published in the County.

. Appraisals (Section'4): Acquisitions, sales or dispositions, in which the estimated
value of the real property exceeds $500,000, require the County to retain to two
independent state-certified appraisers to each prepare an appraisal report with an
estimate of the fair market value of the real property at its highest and best use.

The Board has directed that, if it decides to relocate GEM, a competitive process be followed
for identifying site alternatives. During its February 18, 2003 meeting, the Board limited
site options to those within the following geographic boundary(ies). Southern Strategy
(Attachment #2), Frenchtown/Front Porch (Attachment #3) and the Enterprise Zone

. (Attachment #4).

" Approaches for comparing site options include a numeric scoring system and a nonnumeric

method, briefly described as follows:

(A) Numeric Scoring System ~ A numeric scoring system approach was utilized in
preparing the Side by Side Comparison Matrix for the March 19, 2002 workshop on
long-term space needs. The matrix provided comparative data for alternate sites:
space (GSF), parking, cost estimates (for purchase and renovation), distance from the
Courthouse, driving time to/from the Courthouse, whether on Taltran’s route,
building structure, etc. Board comment on the matrix was that it was helpful to have
all of the comparative data in a single form, however, that members of the Board
would have assigned different weights to different factors and that price would have
been highly weighted. This highlights a weakness of relying solely on a numeric

‘method, with points assxgned for different criteria, for comparing alternate sites.
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. It is difficult to predefine meaningful points and value ranges for desired
facility needs, location and building fcatures. It is also likely that not all
important location and building features will be identified on the front-end.

. It may lead one to over-inflate the relative worth of the property eaming the
highest score (if, for instance, property “A” receives a total of 460 points, and
property “B” receives 450 points, does it really mean that “A” is better than
“B"™ The point spread is likely close enough that this 10-point spread does
not have much significance.) ‘

. If not carefully constructed, a numeric process can minimize cost as a factor.

(B) Nonnumeric Method — In this approach, the rater(s) consider how each separate
~ property would (or would not) meet each of the facility needs, location and building
features, and consider the relative importance of each. Rater(s) then compare the

results for each facility, and decide, on the whole, which property most completely

meets the business needs. The greatest weakness in using this method is that the
reviewer may over-focus on some items, whil_e under-focusing or ignoring others.

To help overcome the inherent weaknesses of each approach, staff recommends using both
methods, if Board direction is for staffto follow a competitive process to identify relocation
sites. If so directed, staff would develop: (1) a property survey form for cach property
representative to complete and submit as their bid, and (2) a numeric score sheet.

After the bids are closed, staff will complete both the numeric and nonnumeric analysis for
each site, and submit its ratings for the Board’s consideration and action.

A recent appraisal placed the value of the Tharpe Street property at $1.1 million. So the County is
not in the position of owning and marketing the Tharpe Street property while it is purchasing another
facility, staff recommends that the request for bids include a requirement that responses incorporate
property exchange provisions. In exchange for acquiring ownership of the Tharpe Street property,
proposers would need to agree to credit the value of the Tharpe Street property toward the purchase
of their proposed facility. The balance of the purchase price would be publicly advertised and a
public hearing would be scheduled in accordance with Board Policy for the acquisition of real
property. . ~

DOT has recently contacted the County regarding an acquisition of a portion of the Tharpe Street
property necded for the intersection improvement at Capital Circle Northwest, Further, the County
will likely need to acquire additional right-of-way for its Tharpe Strect widening project, presently
in the corridor study phase, Therefore, staff recommends additional analysis by the appraiser with
regard to the effect the County and DOT property needs will have on the value of the Tharpe Street
property. This information will need to be obtained prior to the release of the bid request.
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Staff is seeking direction from the Board on the following:

(1)  Whether to retain GEM-in its current location or to proceed with a process for
identifying alternate site options for the relocation of GEM;

(2)  If the Board directs staff to identify relocation sites:

(a)  Whether the competitive process described.in this agenda item is acceptable
or requires modification;

(b)  Whether the geographic boundaries identified in the following maps
accurately reflect the only acceptable geographic locations for bids for
GEM’s relocation: (Southern Strategy (Attachment #2), Frenchtown/Front
Porch (Attachment #3) and the Enterprise Zone (Attachment #4);

(c)  Whether staff should limit acceptable proposals to those sites offered for
purchase, or whether proposals for lease should also be considered;

(d)  Whether staff should limit acceptable proposals to existing facilities (those
that are currently completely constructed or permitted and under construction, -
with construction scheduled for completion within approximately six months)
or whether proposals for new construction should also be considered,

(¢)  Whether the proposals should be limited to those that incorporate property
exchange provisions.

26
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Options

1. Direct staff to retain GEM in its current location and not issue a Request for Bids for
relocation sites. '

2 Direct staff to proceed with the competitive process as generally described in this agenda
item, including provisions for the exchange of properties, and only consider site proposals
from owners and authorized representatives for the sale of an existing facility within the
following geographic boundaries: Southern Strategy Area (Attachment #2),
Frenchtown/Front Porch (Attachment #3), and the Enterprise Zone (Attachment #4).

3. Direct staff to proceed with the competitive process as generally described in this agenda
item, including provisions for the exchange of properties, and only consider site proposals
from owners and authorized representatives for the sale of an existing facility or a facility
to be constructed within the following geographic boundaries: Southern Strategy Area
(Attachment #2), Frenchtown/Front Porch (Attachment #3), and the Enterprise Zone

- (Attachment #4). ,

4. Direct staff to proceed with the competitive process as generally described in this agenda
item, including provisions for the exchange of properties, and only consider site proposals
from owners and authorized representatives for the sale or lease of an existing facility within
the following geographic boundaries: Southern Strategy Area (Attachment #2), Frenchtown/
Front Porch (Attachment #3), and the Enterprise Zone (Attachment #4).

5. Direct staff to proceed with the competitive process as generally described in this agenda
item, including provisions for the exchange of properties, and only consider site proposals
from owners and authorized representatives for the_sale or lease of an existing facility or
proposal_for new_construction within the following geographic boundaries: Southern
Strategy Area (Attachment #2), Frenchtown/Front Porch (Attachment#3), and the Enterprise
Zone (Attachment #4). :

6. Board Direction.

Recommendatidn;
Board direction.

ttac! ts:

February 18, 2003 Agenda Item (includes 7/30/02 item, 12/10/02 item, 1/28/03 item, and
minutes from the July 30, 2002 meeting). .

Pt
.

2. Map of Southern Strategy Area Boundaries.

3. Map of Frenchtown and Front Porch Area Boundaries.
4, Map of Enterprise Zone Boundaries.

PA/KDiNvIw
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30, 2003; 3) Accept proposed donation of additional right-of-way ,/.}
' from the City of Tallahassee for expanded parking lot construction;
4) Approve resolution and budget amendment to establish a capital
budget for the Dental Clinic project.

* 21. Board Direction on Whether to Relocate Growth and
Environmental Management (GEM) and the Competitive Site
Selection Process

This item seeks Board direction on whether there is a need to
relocate the County’s Growth and Environmental Management
(GEM) offices. If a determination is made to relocate GEM, this
item further secks Board direction on the competitive process for
identifying potential relocation sites. (At'the February 11t Board
meeting, the Board directed staff to prepare ar agenda item to
reconsider the Fringe Benefit Building as a relocation site for the
GEM building,) S

Terry Ryan, 2538-Stonegate Drive, a mortgage banker, stated that
he is familiar with property issuecs and suggested that there was no
need to relocate GEM from its current location and the analysis
indicates that GEM meets its 20-year space needs.

Rick Bateman, 300 East Park Avenue, representing Jefferson
Management, indicated that the current GEM building is a
problem building and urged the Board to go through the
competitive bid process and approve Option 2.

Commissioner Thaell explained that on July 30%, the Board voted
to do three things: request the seller of Fringe Benefits to provided
architectural renderings for renovation of Fringe Benefit property,
at a cost not to exceed $122 per square foot; 2) develop a sales
contract for the Tharpe Street property (at that time it was
estimated to have a value of $1.5 million), 3} identify additional
funding to cover potential funding shortfall of $1.1 million. It was
his understanding that Fringe Benefits acted on the direction of
the Board and they accomplished the things the Board asked them
to do at their expense. Commissioner Thaell indicated that
perhaps the County has a moral imperative to pay reimbursement
for their direct cost. He also voiced concern that staff does not

. know what the feasibility of the Tharpe Strect building would be
after the right of way is taken which could affect the parking area.

After a lengthy discussion, Commissioner Thaell moved to continue

this item until staff receives further information about the DOT
and the County right-of-way needs and requested that staff enter

Draft, March 18, 2003 9
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into discussions with the Fringe Benefits Managcmcnt Company to
determine their out of pocket expenses, then consider repaying .
that amount to them. The motion was declared dead for lack of a
second. ) © '

Commissioner Rackleff moved and was duly seconded by
Commissioner Maloy to approve Option 2: Direct staff to proceed
with the competitive process as generally described in this agenda
item, including provisions for the exchange of properties, and only
consider site proposals from owners and authorized
representatives for the sale of an existing facility within the
following geographic boundaries: Southern Strategy Arca
(Attachment #2), Frenchtown/Front Porch (Attachment #3), and
the Enterprise Zone (Attachment #4).

.

Commissioner Proctor moved a substitute motion to approve
Option 5: Direct staff to proceed with the competitive process as
generally described in this agenda item, including provisions for
the exchange of propertics, and only consider site proposals from
owners and authorized representatives for the sale or lease of an
existing facility or proposal for new construction within the following
geographic boundaries: Southern Strategy Area {Attachment #2},
Frenchtown/Front Porch {Attachment #3,) and the Enterprise Zone
(Attachment #4). The motion was declared dead for lack of a
seccond. '

Commissioner Sauls indicated that there may be no need to
relocate because of the uncertainty of the times and the $1.1

'miillion for repair costs for the GEM building has already been
budgeted. She voiced support for Option 1, to direct staff to retain
GEM in its current location and not issue a Request for Bids for
relocation sites.

* .Staff indicated that the RFP could be done in-i'xousc.

Chairman Grippa indicated, for the record, that he would not .
support it if the bid comes back for more than $2.2 million (the

$1.1 million appraised price of the GEM building and the $1.1

million for the GEM repairs}. :

Commissioner Proctor explained, for the record, why he would.-not
vote for the motion on the floor. He stated that he does not want to
jve the impression that staff or citizens are not worthy of a new
GEM building and in order to bring the southern strategy area to
life, it would require new construction and new transformation -

Draft, March 18, 2003 10
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moving into an old building would not bring charge and spark to /\3
the southern strategy, front porch arca. ’

The'_mot.ion on the floor carried 5 - 2 {Commissioners Sauls and
Proctor voted in opposition).

22. Accéptan_cc of the 2002 Leon County Lakes Ecology Annual Report

- Commissioner Maloy moved and was duly seconded by
Commissioner Winchester to approve Option 1: Accept the 2002
Leon County Lakes Ecology Annual Report.

Commissioner Rackleff listed three issues of concern; 1) That staff
look at the chronic problem of Talquin Electric Package Plan on
lower Lake Lafayette which continues to pollute the lake - it has
not functioned properly for years - the monitoring station downhill
is registering high in nutrients and chloroform; current efforts to
clean it up are inadequate; treatment plant is pumping out huge
volumes of water into the scttling pond; the pond is practically dry
and goes down into the ground and into lake several hundred feet
away into the lake; 2) Noted that Lake Lafayettte has been .
separated — there are basically four different lakes and each of
those lakes are not functional; need to consider a management
plan that would take long-term steps to managing the lake better —
one recommendation in the report was to dismantle the berm
between Lake Piney Z and Lower Lake Lafayette (opposite end of
the lake from Fallschase); the water level is pretty much the same
and it will not effect the water depth, but it will offer better
circulation of water and a better opportunity for the water to
_naturally improve its cleanliness; 3) most important and urgent
problem is the Ochlochnee River — the water coming across the
state line from Georgia is filthy because of the malfunctioning
_municipal sewage plant in Cairo and industrial, agricultural urban
_ runoff; the state of Georgia is moving forward with a plan to dam
Tired Creek in Grady County and turn it into a recreation lake that
will impound a significant amount of water going into the
‘Ochlochnee River which would affect the water quality and further
" exacerbate the problem in Leon County. .

Commissioner Rackleff offered a friendly amendment to the
motion, which was accepted: direct staff to look at the Lake
Talquin Package Treatment and bring back their opinions on how
and if they should have a management plan for Lake Lafayette for
its long term health. Chairman Grippa suggested not just limiting
it to Talquin but advised that if the City is dumping pollutants into
the lake it should be stopped. Commissioner Rackieff responded

Draft, March 18, 2003 11 26



Property Description Worksheet

Proposed Property Description

RFPP
Maximum

Section | - Identification and General Description - Considers non-numeric
features of the proposed property.

A=
Proposal Points

From Section Totals

Weight
Factor

C=
AxB=

Welghted Value '

Section I - Accessibility - Considers the degree to which the proposed Proposer Enters: Proposer Enters:
property is accessible to the public. Consideration is given to access by
several modes of transportation, including personal vehicle and public
transit, and accessibility by the physically disabled. 32 10% 0313 -
Section IIf - Site and Layout - Considers the size of the building, general Proposer Enters: Proposer Enters:
tayout, amount of parking, separation of exterior bearing walls—a fire
safety Issue-and potential flooding. 27 30% 111 —_—
Section IV - Major System Components - Considers the age and warranty Proposer Enters: Proposer Enters:
status of major system components. 100 20% 0.20 —_—
Section V - Quality of Major System Components - Considers the quality Proposer Enters: Proposer Enters:
of major system components. 45 20% 0.444
Section Vi - Life/Safety - Considers various life/safety factors that will Proposer Enters: Proposer Enters:
potentially impact future renovation costs. 21 10% 0477
Section VIl - Energy Conservation - Considers conservation features and Proposer Enters: Proposer Enters:
energy consumpticn rates. . 8 7% 0.875
Section ll-Vil Subtotal: 233 Proposer Enters Sum:
(97 Pts. Max.)
Energy Consumption per Assignable Square Foot 4 County Enters: 3% 0.752 County Enters:
(Determined From Energy Consumption Calculation Form) (3 Pts. Max)
TOTAL (Sum of Proposer and County Entries): 237 100% County Enters Total:
{100 Pts. Max) h

N
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